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IDENTIFYING LOAD-HIT-STORE
CONFLICTS

FIELD OF THE INVENTION

The present invention relates generally to load-hit-store
conflicts, and more particularly to a method for identifying
load and store instructions and data addresses involved in
load-hit-store conflicts.

BACKGROUND

In a typical computing device, load and store instructions
handle all data movement between processor registers,
memory and peripherals. Load instructions are used to load
data from memory into a processor register. Store instruc-
tions, on the other hands, are used to store data from a pro-
cessor register into memory. Both types of instructions
specify a data effective address which identifies the address in
memory where the data to be stored or loaded is located.

Load-hit-store (LHS) conflicts are a common source of
performance issues on POWER™ processors. LHS conflicts
occur when a load instruction instructs a processor to load
data from an address before the data has been stored to the
address by a store instruction.

Often, functions which are only a few steps cause LHS
conflicts because the function prologue (store instruction)
and the function epilogue (load instruction) are temporally
close. In many cases, static and dynamic compilers can
resolve the LHS conflicts by inlining the function code. Inlin-
ing denotes the process of inserting the complete body of a
function in every place that the function is called, which
eliminates the time overhead associated with the function
call. Replacing the function call with the body of the function
results in the removal of the function prologue (store instruc-
tion) and function epilogue (load instruction) from the func-
tion code since the purpose served by the function prologue
(to save the data present in the registers before execution of
the function in memory) and the function epilogue (to load the
saved data back into the registers) is no longer necessary.
Removing the function prologue (store instruction) and the
function epilogue (load instruction) from the code, eliminates
the possibility of a load-hit-store conflict occurring. Typi-
cally, a compiler can eliminate an LHS conflict, via inlining or
a similar process, if it can detect the store and load instruction
pair that is at the root of the LHS conflict. When the store and
load instruction pair is spatially close they can be easily
identified by the compiler.

For some LHS conflicts, where the store instruction and the
load instruction are not spatially close but still temporally
close enough in execution that a LHS conflict is caused, it can
be hard to identify the store/load instruction pair causing the
LHS conflict. In current POWER™ processors, there are
mechanisms where the code is profiled in order to identify a
load that causes an LHS conflict. However, there are no code
profiling mechanisms to identify the corresponding stores
involved in the LHS conflict. Without this information, the
compiler has to examine all previous stores until a store is
found whose address matches the data address specified in the
load instructions. Once the compiler finds the matching store,
inlining or a similar process may be used to resolve the LHS
conflict. However, searching through previous stores is inef-
ficient and can increase the overhead for static and dynamic
compilers immensely.

SUMMARY

Embodiments of the present invention provide a system,
method, and program product for identifying of a load
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instruction and store instruction pair that causes a load-hit-
store conflict. A processor tags a first load instruction that
instructs the processor to load a first data set from memory.
The processor stores an address at which the first load instruc-
tion is located in memory in a special purpose register. The
processor determines where the first load instruction has a
load-hit-store conflict with a first store instruction, wherein
the load-hit-store conflict occurs when the second load
instruction instructs the processor to load the second data set
from memory before the second data set has been stored into
memory by the second store instruction. If the processor
determines the first load instruction has a load-hit store con-
flict with the first store instruction, the processor stores an
address at which the first data set is located in memory in a
second special purpose register, tags the first data set being
stored by the first store instruction, stores an address at which
the first store instruction is located in memory in a third
special purpose register and increases a conflict counter.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE SEVERAL
VIEWS OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 illustrates a computing device for load-hit-store
conflict identification, in accordance with an embodiment of
the invention.

FIGS. 2 and 3 are flowcharts illustrating the operations of
a processor in identifying the store and load instruction pair
involved in a load-hit-store conflict, in accordance with an
embodiment of the invention.

FIG. 4 is a block diagram depicting the hardware compo-
nents of the load-hit-store conflict identification system of
FIG. 1, in accordance with an embodiment of the invention.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

As will be appreciated by one skilled in the art, aspects of
the present invention may be embodied as a system, method
or computer program product. Accordingly, aspects of the
present invention may take the form of an entirely hardware
embodiment, an entirely software embodiment (including
firmware, resident software, micro-code, etc.) or an embodi-
ment combining software and hardware aspects that may all
generally be referred to herein as a “circuit,” “module” or
“system.” Furthermore, aspects of the present invention may
take the form of a computer program product embodied in one
or more computer-readable medium(s) having computer
readable program code/instructions embodied thereon.

Any combination of one or more computer-readable medi-
um(s) may be utilized. The computer-readable medium may
be a computer-readable signal medium or a computer-read-
able storage medium. A computer-readable storage medium
may be, for example, but not limited to, an electronic, mag-
netic, optical, electromagnetic, infrared, or semiconductor
system, apparatus, or device, or any suitable combination of
the foregoing. More specific examples (a non-exhaustive list)
of the computer-readable storage medium would include the
following: an electrical connection having one or more wires,
a portable computer diskette, a hard disk, a random access
memory (RAM), a read-only memory (ROM), an erasable
programmable read-only memory (EPROM or Flash
memory), an optical fiber, a portable compact disc read-only
memory (CD-ROM), an optical storage device, a magnetic
storage device, or any suitable combination of the foregoing.
In the context of this document, a computer-readable storage
medium may be any tangible medium that can contain, or
store a program for use by or in connection with an instruction
execution system, apparatus, or device.
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A computer-readable signal medium may include a propa-
gated data signal with computer-readable program code
embodied therein, for example, in baseband or as part of a
carrier wave. Such a propagated signal may take any of a
variety of forms, including, but not limited to, electro-mag-
netic, optical, or any suitable combination thereof. A com-
puter-readable signal medium may be any computer-readable
medium that is not a computer-readable storage medium and
that can communicate, propagate, or transport a program for
use by or in connection with an instruction execution system,
apparatus, or device.

Program code embodied on a computer-readable medium
may be transmitted using any appropriate medium, including
but not limited to wireless, wireline, optical fiber cable, RF,
etc., or any suitable combination of the foregoing.

Computer program code for carrying out operations for
aspects of the present invention may be written in any com-
bination of one or more programming languages, including
an object oriented programming language such as Java,
Smalltalk, C++ or the like and conventional procedural pro-
gramming languages, such as the “C” programming language
or similar programming languages. The program code may
execute entirely on a user’s computer, partly on the user’s
computer, as a stand-alone software package, partly on the
user’s computer and partly on a remote computer or entirely
on the remote computer or server. In the latter scenario, the
remote computer may be connected to the user’s computer
through any type of network, including a local area network
(LAN) or a wide area network (WAN), or the connection may
be made to an external computer (for example, through the
Internet using an Internet Service Provider).

Aspects of the present invention are described below with
reference to flowchart illustrations and/or block diagrams of
methods, apparatus (systems) and computer program prod-
ucts according to embodiments of the invention. It will be
understood that each block of the flowchart illustrations and/
or block diagrams, and combinations of blocks in the flow-
chart illustrations and/or block diagrams, can be imple-
mented by computer program instructions. These computer
program instructions may be provided to a processor of a
general purpose computer, special purpose computer, or other
programmable data processing apparatus to produce a
machine, such that the instructions, which execute via the
processor of the computer or other programmable data pro-
cessing apparatus, create means for implementing the func-
tions/acts specified in the flowchart and/or block diagram
block or blocks.

These computer program instructions may also be stored in
a computer-readable medium that can direct a computer,
other programmable data processing apparatus, or other
devices to function in a particular manner, such that the
instructions stored in the computer-readable medium produce
an article of manufacture including instructions which imple-
ment the function/act specified in the flowchart and/or block
diagram block or blocks.

The computer program instructions may also be loaded
onto a computer, other programmable data processing appa-
ratus, or other devices to cause a series of operational steps to
be performed on the computer, other programmable appara-
tus or other devices to produce a computer-implemented pro-
cess such that the instructions which execute on the computer
or other programmable apparatus provide processes for
implementing the functions/acts specified in the flowchart
and/or block diagram block or blocks.

Embodiments of the present invention will now be
described in detail with reference to the accompanying Fig-
ures.
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FIG. 1 illustrates computing device 110, in accordance
with an embodiment of the invention. Computing device 110
includes load-hit-store counter 112, processor 120, and
memory 126. Computing device 110 may be a desktop com-
puter, a notebook, a laptop computer, a tablet computer, a
handheld device, a smart-phone, a thin client, or any other
electronic device or computing system capable of executing
program instructions. Computing device 110 is described in
more detail with reference to FIG. 4.

Processor 120 includes load instruction effective address
register (LIEAR) 114, store instruction effective address reg-
ister (SIEAR) 116, data effective address register (DEAR)
118, instruction fetch unit 130, instruction sequencing unit
132, performance monitoring unit 134, and load store unit
136. In general, processor 120 is a hardware device capable of
performing an instruction cycle. An instruction cycle is the
process by which processor 120 retrieves a program instruc-
tion from memory 126, determines what actions the instruc-
tion requires, and executes those actions.

Instruction fetch unit 130 is the portion of processor 120
dedicated to fetching and decoding instructions. Instruction
sequencing unit 132 is the portion of processor 120 dedicated
to organizing the order of execution of the instructions
fetched by instruction fetch unit 130. Performance monitor-
ing unit 134 is the portion of processor 120 dedicated to
monitoring for performance conflicts, such as load-hit-store
conflicts, that may occur while the fetched instructions are
being executed. Load store unit 136 is the portion of processor
120 dedicated to loading data from memory 126 into a regis-
ter of processor 120 (for load instructions) or storing data
back to memory 126 from a register of processor 120 (for
store instructions).

LIEAR 114 is a register of processor 120 dedicated to
storing the effective address of load instructions. The term
“effective address” refers to the address where a data set, in
this case a load instruction, is stored in memory 126. In an
exemplary embodiment, when a load instruction is fetched
and decoded by instruction fetch unit 130, the effective
address of the load instruction is stored in LIEAR 114 by load
store unit 136. Storing the effective address of the load
instruction can be valuable if the load instruction becomes
involved in a load-hit-store conflict or a similar performance
conflict. The importance of storing the effective address of the
load instruction is explained in further detail below, with
regard to FIGS. 2 and 3.

DEAR 118 is a register of processor 120 dedicated to
storing the effective address of a particular data set that is
being loaded by load store unit 136. Storing the effective
address of a particular data set can be valuable when deter-
mining the specific data set that is responsible for a load-hit-
store conflict. For example, if a load instruction conflicts with
a previous store there is a resulting load-hit-store conflict.
However, a load instruction may instruct processor 120 to
load several different data sets located in various locations in
memory 126. Having the effective address of the data set that
is at the heart of the load-hit-store conflict informs processor
120 which portion of the load instruction is creating the
conflict. The importance of storing the effective address of a
data set being loaded is explained in further detail below, with
regard to FIGS. 2 and 3.

SIEAR 116 is a register of processor 120 dedicated to
storing the effective address of store instructions. In an exem-
plary embodiment, when a store instruction is fetched and
decoded by instruction fetch unit 130, the effective address of
the store instruction is stored in SIEAR 116 by load store unit
136. Storing the effective address of a store instruction can be
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valuable if the store instruction becomes involved in a load-
hit-store conflict or a similar performance conflict.

Load-hit-store counter 112 is a hardware device or
sequence of dedicated circuits that counts the number of
load-hit-store conflicts that occur in computing device 110. In
an exemplary embodiment, load-hit-store counter 112 oper-
ates in conjunction with software that specifies a threshold
value of load-hit-store conflicts. When the number of the
load-hit-store conflicts exceeds the specified threshold value,
an interrupt is generated by processor 120. An interrupt
causes processor 120 to stop its current state of execution and
begin execution of an interrupt handler or interrupt service
routine. What the interrupt service routine is depends on the
reason that the interrupt was generated. The generation of the
interrupt by processor 120 and the corresponding interrupt
service routine will be explained in further detail with regard
to FIGS. 2 and 3.

Memory 126 includes load instruction 122, store instruc-
tion 124, and data 128. In an exemplary embodiment,
memory 126 is a computer readable tangible storage device
such as RAM (random access memory). Memory 126 will be
described in further detail with regard to FIG. 4.

Data 128 is digital information stored in memory 126. In an
exemplary embodiment, data 128 is loaded into memory 126
via load instruction 122 and stored into memory 126 via store
instruction 124.

Load instruction 122 is program code that instructs proces-
sor 120 to load a specific set of data, i.e., data 128, from
memory 126. In an exemplary embodiment, load instruction
122 is tagged by performance monitoring unit 134 after load
instruction 122 is decoded by instruction fetch unit 130. In the
exemplary embodiment, load instruction 122 is a single
instruction within a larger set of program code which per-
forms a specific function. The tagging ofload instruction 122
is explained in further detail with reference to FIGS. 2 and 3.

Store instruction 124 is program code that instructs pro-
cessor 120 to store a specific set of data, i.e., data 128, into
memory 126. In an exemplary embodiment, store instruction
124 is involved in a load-hit-store conflict with load instruc-
tion 122. In the exemplary embodiment, store instruction 124
is a single instruction within a larger set of program code
which performs a specific function.

FIGS. 2 and 3 are a flowchart illustrating the operations of
processor 120 in identifying load and store instruction pairs
involved in load-hit-store conflicts, in accordance with an
exemplary embodiment of the invention. In an exemplary
embodiment, performance monitoring unit 134 tags load
instruction 122, after load instruction 122 has been fetched
and decoded by instruction fetch unit 130 (step 202). In the
exemplary embodiment, load instruction 122 instructs pro-
cessor 120 to load data 128 from memory 126. Performance
monitoring unit 134 tags a bit of load instruction 122, known
herein as the “load tracking bit”. The load tracking bit is part
of the metadata of load instruction 122. When performance
monitoring unit 134 tags the load tracking bit of load instruc-
tion 122, the load tracking bit changes from 0 to 1, which
notifies load store unit 136 that load instruction 122 is to be
monitored for load-hit-store conflicts. In the exemplary
embodiment, load instruction 122 is chosen to be tagged at
random by performance monitoring unit 134. In another
embodiment, every 10 load instruction is tagged by perfor-
mance monitoring unit 134. Load store unit 136 then stores
the effective address of load instruction 122 in LIEAR 114
(step 204).

Load store unit 136 then checks to see if load instruction
122 is involved in a load-hit-store conflict with a previous
store (decision 206). In an exemplary embodiment, once load
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instruction 122 is issued by instruction sequencing unit 132,
load store unit 136 examines each in-progress data store and
determines if the effective address in memory 126 of any data
set being stored, i.e., data 128, is the same effective address
that load instruction 122 instructs load store unit 136 to load
a data set from.

Ifload store unit 136 does not find an in-progress data store
that is storing a data set, i.e., data 128, with an effective
address that is the same as the effective address that load
instruction 122 instructs load store unit 136 to load a data set
from, there is no resulting load-hit-store conflict (decision
206, “NO” branch). In the exemplary embodiment, processor
120 then resets the tagging logic in performance monitoring
unit 134 so that a new load instruction is tagged, once again at
random (step 208). In the exemplary embodiment, the effec-
tive address ofload instruction 122 stored in LIEAR 114 (step
204) is deleted if load store unit 136 determines load instruc-
tion 122 is not involved in a load-hit-store conflict.

If data 128 has not been fully stored into memory 126
before load store unit 136 is instructed by load instruction 122
to load data 128 from memory 126, resulting in a load-hit-
store conflict (decision 206, “YES” branch), load store unit
136 then tags a special tag bit of the conflicting data store, data
128, known herein as a “collision bit”, and waits for the data
store to complete (step 210). The collision bit is part of the
metadata of data 128. When load store unit 136 tags the
collision bit of data 128, the collision bit changes from 0to 1,
effectively serving as notification that data 128 has been
involved in a collision or load-hit-store conflict. Load store
unit 136 then verifies that the load tracking bit of load instruc-
tion 122 has been tagged by performance monitoring unit
134. In an exemplary embodiment, after verification by load
store unit 136 that the load tracking bit of load instruction 122
has been tagged by performance monitoring unit 134, load
store unit 136 stores the effective address of the data, i.e., data
128, in DEAR 118 (step 212). Load store unit 136 then waits
for the data store to complete, i.e., waits for data 128 to
complete store in memory 126. If the tracking bit of load
instruction 122 was not tagged by performance monitoring
unit 134, there would still be a load-hit-store conflict but it
would not be monitored by processor 120 and therefore the
effective address of data 128 would not be stored in DEAR
118. Instead, load store unit 136 would wait until data 128 is
completely stored in memory 126 before executing load
instruction 122.

Once the data store is complete, i.e., once data 128 is stored
in memory 126, load store unit 136 stores the effective
address of store instruction 124 in SIEAR 116 (step 214).
Load store unit 136 then increases load-hit-store counter 112
by a pre-designated incremental value (step 216). For
example, load store unit 136 may increase load-hit-store
counter 112 by 1. Load store unit 136 then determines if
load-hit-store counter 112 has exceeded the preset threshold
value (decision 218). If the threshold value has not been
exceeded (decision 218, “NO” branch), load store unit 136
resets the tagging logic so that a new load instruction can be
tagged, at random, by performance monitoring unit 134 (step
208).

In an exemplary embodiment, if the threshold value of
load-hit store counter 112 is exceeded (decision 218, “YES”
branch), load store unit 136 generates an interrupt (step 220).
In another embodiment, another part of processor 120, such
as performance monitoring unit 134 generates the interrupt.
As discussed above, an interrupt causes processor 120 to stop
its current state of execution and begin execution of an inter-
rupt handler or interrupt service routine. As a result of the
interrupt, processor 120 stops its execution of store and load
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instructions and begins execution of an interrupt service rou-
tine (step 222). In the exemplary embodiment, the interrupt
service routine includes processor 120 locking LIEAR 114,
SIEAR 116 and DEAR 118 so that no further effective
addresses can be stored in these registers, storing the contents
of LIEAR 114, SIEAR 116 and DEAR 118 into memory 126,
and storing the process ID of the set of program code, which
includes load instruction 122 and store instruction 124, and
whose execution resulted in the load-hit-store conflict that
pushed load-hit-store counter 112 past the preset threshold
value, into memory 126. This information can be used by the
optimizer and compiler to generate optimized code, by way of
inlining for example, which avoids the previously produced
load-hit-store conflict. For example, the optimizer can use the
process ID to map to the location in memory 126 where each
instruction that makes up the set of program code is located.
The optimizer then works offline using the contents of the
three special purpose registers stored in memory 126, to iden-
tify the specific store and load instruction pair within the set of
code, store instruction 124 and load instruction 122, which
caused the load-hit-store conflict that pushed load-hit-store
counter 112 past the preset threshold value, and determine if
an effective solution is available to help resolve the conflict.
The optimizer then uses inlining or a similar technique to
generate optimized code which is then recompiled and made
ready for execution by the compiler. This optimized code is
used in place of the original program code the next time the
program is dispatched to processor 120.

The foregoing description of various embodiments of the
present invention has been presented for purposes of illustra-
tion and description. It is not intended to be exhaustive nor to
limit the invention to the precise form disclosed. Many modi-
fications and variations are possible. Such modifications and
variations that may be apparent to a person skilled in the art of
the invention are intended to be included within the scope of
the invention as defined by the accompanying claims.

FIG. 4 depicts a block diagram of components of comput-
ing device 110 in accordance with an illustrative embodi-
ment. It should be appreciated that FIG. 4 provides only an
illustration of one implementation and does not imply any
limitations with regard to the environment in which different
embodiments may be implemented. Many modifications to
the depicted environment may be made.

Computing device 110 includes communications fabric
402, which provides communications between computer pro-
cessor(s) 120, memory 126, persistent storage 408, commu-
nications unit 410, and input/output (1/0) interface(s) 412.

Memory 126 and persistent storage 408 are examples of
computer-readable tangible storage devices and media.
Memory 126 may be, for example, one or more random
access memories (RAM) 416, cache 418, or any other suitable
volatile or non-volatile storage device.

Programs, such as the optimizing software, are stored in
persistent storage 408 for execution by one or more of the
respective computer processors 404 via one or more memo-
ries of memory 126. In the embodiment illustrated in FIG. 4,
persistent storage 408 includes flash memory. Alternatively,
or in addition to flash memory, persistent storage 408 may
include a magnetic disk storage device of an internal hard
drive, a solid state drive, a semiconductor storage device,
read-only memory (ROM), EPROM, or any other computer-
readable tangible storage device that is capable of storing
program instructions or digital information.

The media used by persistent storage 408 may also be
removable. For example, a removable hard drive may be used
for persistent storage 408. Other examples include an optical
or magnetic disk that is inserted into a drive for transfer onto
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another storage device that is also a part of persistent storage
408, or other removable storage devices such as a thumb drive
or smart card.

Communications unit 410, in these examples, provides for
communications with other data processing systems or
devices. In these examples, communications unit 410
includes one or more network interface cards. Communica-
tions unit 410 may provide communications through the use
ofeither or both physical and wireless communications links.
Programs, such as the optimizing software, may be down-
loaded to persistent storage 408 through communications unit
410.

1/O interface(s) 412 allows for input and output of data with
other devices that may be connected to computing device 110.
For example, 1/O interface 412 may provide a connection to
external devices 420 such as a keyboard, keypad, a touch
screen, and/or some other suitable input device. I/O interface
(s) may also connect to display 422.

Display 422 provides a mechanism to display data to a user
and may be, for example, a computer monitor.

The programs described herein are identified based upon
the application for which they are implemented in a specific
embodiment of the invention. However, it should be appreci-
ated that any particular program nomenclature herein is used
merely for convenience, and thus the invention should not be
limited to use solely in any specific application identified
and/or implied by such nomenclature.

The flowchart and block diagrams in the Figures illustrate
the architecture, functionality, and operation of possible
implementations of systems, methods and computer program
products according to various embodiments of the present
invention. In this regard, each block in the flowchart or block
diagrams may represent a module, segment, or portion of
code, which comprises one or more executable instructions
for implementing the specified logical function(s). It should
also be noted that, in some alternative implementations, the
functions noted in the block may occur out of the order noted
in the figures. For example, two blocks shown in succession
may, in fact, be executed substantially concurrently, or the
blocks may sometimes be executed in the reverse order,
depending upon the functionality involved. It will also be
noted that each block of the block diagrams and/or flowchart
illustration, and combinations of blocks in the block diagrams
and/or flowchart illustration, can be implemented by special
purpose hardware-based systems that perform the specified
functions or acts, or combinations of special purpose hard-
ware and computer instructions.

What is claimed is:

1. A computer program product for identification of a load
instruction and store instruction pair that causes a load-hit-
store conflict, the computer program product comprising:

one or more computer-readable storage devices and pro-

gram instructions stored on at least one of the one or
more computer-readable tangible storage devices,
wherein the one or more computer-readable storage
devices is not construed to include transitory media, the
program instructions comprising:

program instructions to tag a first load instruction that

instructs the processor to load a first data set from a
memory;

program instructions to store an address at which the first

load instruction is located in memory in a first special
purpose register;

program instructions to determine whether the first load

instruction has a load-hit-store conflict with a first store
instruction, wherein the load-hit-store conflict occurs
when the first load instruction instructs the processor to
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load the first data set from memory before the first data
set has been stored into memory by the first store instruc-
tion;

responsive to determining the first load instruction has a

load-hit-store conflict with the first store instruction,
program instructions to store an address at which the
first data set is located in memory in a second special
purpose register, to tag the first data set

being stored by the first store instruction, to store an

address at which the first store instruction is located in
memory in a third special purpose register, and to
increase a conflict counter.

2. The computer program product of claim 1, wherein the
program instructions to increase the conflict counter further
comprises generating an interrupt and locking all special
purpose registers when the conflict counter surpasses a pre-
set threshold value.

3. The computer program product of claim 1, further com-
prising:

program instructions to tag a second load instruction that

instructs the processor to load a second data set from a
memory;

program instructions to store an address at which the sec-

ond load instruction is located in memory in the first
special purpose register;

program instructions to determine whether the second load

instruction has a load-hit-store conflict with a second
store instruction, wherein the load-hit-store conflict
occurs when the second load instruction instructs the
processor to load the second data set from memory
before the second data set has been stored into memory
by the second store instruction;

responsive to determining the second load instruction does

not have a load-hit-store conflict with the second store
instruction, program instructions to delete the address at
which the second load instruction is located in memory
from the first special purpose register.

4. A computer system for identification of a load instruc-
tion and store instruction pair that causes a load-hit-store
conflict, the computer system comprising:

one or more processors, one or more computer-readable

memories, one or more computer-readable storage
devices, wherein the one or more computer-readable
storage devices is not construed to include transitory
media, and program instructions stored on at least one of
the one or more computer-readable storage devices for
execution by at least one of the one or more processors
via at least one of the one or more memories, the pro-
gram instructions comprising:
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program instructions to tag a first load instruction that
instructs the processor to load a first data set from a
memory;

program instructions to store an address at which the first

load instruction is located in memory in a first special
purpose register;

program instructions to determine whether the first load

instruction has a load-hit-store conflict with a first store
instruction, wherein the load-hit-store conflict occurs
when the first load instruction instructs the processor to
load the first data set from memory before the first data
set has been stored into memory by the first store instruc-
tion;

responsive to determining the first load instruction has a

load-hit-store conflict with the first store instruction,
program instructions to store an address at which the
first data set is located in memory in a second special
purpose register, to tag the first data set being stored by
the first store instruction, to store an address at which the
first store instruction is located in memory in a third
special purpose register, and to increase a conflict
counter.

5. The computer system of claim 4, wherein the program
instructions to increase the conflict counter further comprises
generating an interrupt and locking all special purpose regis-
ters when the conflict counter surpasses a pre-set threshold
value.

6. The computer system of claim 4, further comprising:

program instructions to tag a second load instruction that

instructs the processor to load a second data set from a
memory;

program instructions to store an address at which the sec-

ond load instruction is located in memory in the first
special purpose register;

program instructions to determine whether the second load

instruction has a load-hit-store conflict with a second
store instruction, wherein the load-hit-store conflict
occurs when the second load instruction instructs the
processor to load the second data set from memory
before the second data set has been stored into memory
by the second store instruction;

responsive to determining the second load instruction does

not have a load-hit-store conflict with the second store
instruction, program instructions to delete the address at
which the second load instruction is located in memory
from the first special purpose register.
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